Table 1. Police encounters by type and district. July — December 2021.

TRAFFIC 5TOP- FIELD NO-ACTION CITATION/ TOTAL
TRACS INTERVIEW- ENCOUNTER- WARNING
RMS RMS ONLY
DISTRICT 1 Q84 (4.3%) 01 (5.1%) 12 (15.4%) o0 (5.1%) 1,177 (4.5%)
DISTRICT 2 3,550 (15.6%) 267 (15.1%) 10 (12.8%) 360 (20.4%) 4,187 (15.9%)
DISTRICT 3 2,524 (11.1%) 270 (15.7%) 17 (21.8%) 230 (13.1%) 3,050 (11.6%)
DISTRICT 4 3,234 (14.2%) 211 (11.9%) 11 (14.1%) 226 (12.8%) 3,682 (14.0%)
DISTRICT 5 1,705 (7.5%) 573 (32.3%) 20 (25.6%) 214 (12.2%) 2,512 (9.5%)
DISTRICT & 5,772 (25.4%) 188 (10.6%) 3 (3.8%) 321 (18.2%) 6,284 (23.9%)
DISTRICT 7 3,758 (16.5%) 164 (9.29) 5 (6.4%) 274 (15.6%) 4,201 (16.0%)
MULL 146 (0.6%¢) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.09E) 3(0.2%) 149 (0.6%¢)
MISSING 1,053 (4.6%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.096) 43 (2.4%) 1,096 (4.2%)
GRAND TOTAL 22,726 (B6.3%) 1,773 (6.7%) 78 (0.3%) 1,761 (6.7%) 26,338 (100.0%)
MNotes:

! The numbers in this table represent the number of encounters per person that was involved in the encounter. For example, if
there were two field interviews in District 1 which involved two individuals each, the total for fleld interviews in District 1 would
be four.

Z*NULL" refers to encounters in which the data indicated “MULL" in the police district field.

g “Missing” refers to encounters that were missing district data and were missing longitude and latitude information in the TraCs
data files.

*The percentages for the grand totals are the percentages for that type of encounter out of the total encounters. The percentages
for the districts are the percentages for that district out of the total number of the type of encounter in the column.



